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THE FALL OF KIRICHENKO 


by 
Abdurakhman Avtorkhanov 


The relegation on January 13,1960 of Aleksei I. Kirichenko, long 
regar 2c as Khrus'.chev's closest co-worker, to an obscure post as Secretary 
of a remote local Party committee, was an event of great importance. 
Kirichenko had been not only a member of the Presidium of the All-Union 
Party Central Committee, but virtually Second Secretary of the Central 
Comrnittee. 


The post of Second Secretary of the All-Union Party Central Committee 
has been held at various times during the Soviet era by Molotov, Kaganovich, 
Yezhov, Malenkov and Khrushchev (the latter for a short period after Stalin's 
death in 1953). The occupant of this post controls the entire Party apparatus. 
He drafts all the most important decisions concerning the appointment or dismissal 
of Party and government personnel, and his recommendations form the basis 
of the First Secretary's policy in this sprere. Naturally, therefore, the First 
Secretary appoints to this post someone who enjoys his unlimited confidence. 
Hitherto, Khrushchev had always appeared to place this special confidence in 
Kirichenko. 


Indeed, Kirichenko owes the whole of his previous career to Khrushchev. 
During the Great Purge of the 1930's, Khrushchev was sent to the Ukraine to 
complete the purge of the "old cadres'' and select new and younger men for 
Party and government positions. Ii was then. in 1938, that he promoted 
Kirichenko to the position of an oblast (regional) Party Committee Secretary. 
In 1940, on the eve of World War Ii he got Kirichenko admitted to the Central 
Committee of the Ukrainian Communist Party in the capacity of Secretary 
for Industry. 


When Kr. =. chev was transferred to Moscow in 1949, the post of 
First Secretary «i ‘.e Party Central Committee in the Ukraine went to 
one of Malenkov's men, Leonid G. Melnikov. but Khrushchev succeeded 
in getting Kirichenko appointed Second Secretary. Kirichenko had spent 
the war at Khrushchev's side as a member of the Military Council of 
the Southern Front, and with the same rank as Khrushchev-—that of 
Lieutenant General. When Melnikov was dismissed in 1953, after the 
death of Stalin and the execution of Beria, Kirichenko became First 
Secretary of the Party Central Committee in the Ukraine. 


In 1955, Kirichenko was a made a member of the Presidium of the 
All-Union Party Central Committee, and in 1957, after the defeat of the 
Molotov-Malenkev group, he was elected one of the Secretaries of the 
A\j-Union Party Centrai Committee. Within the Party, he acquired a 
position of authority. second only to that of Khrushchev, as is indicated 
by the official documentation of all plenary sessions of the Central Committee 
and of the Twenty-First Party Congress in February, 1959 Then,on January 
13 of this year, Pravda. without further comment, announced that Kirichenko 
had been elected First Secretar y of the Rostov Oblast Party Committee. The 
announcement did not state whether or not he would remain Secretary of the 
Central Committee or 4 member of the Central Committee Presidium. 


Kirichenko Scapegoat for Agricultive Failures 


Several reasons may be suggested for this sudden removal of a 
prominent Party official and personal protege of Khrushchev. First, it is 
apparent that this action directly connects with the failure of Khrashchev's 
agricultural plans Ever since the Sixteeni4 Party Congress in 1930, the 
Central Commitiee has announced at Party Gieeteaacs and other important 
meetings that the "grain probiem "in the USSR has at last been solved. 

Since the war, its "solution" has been announced twice -- once by Malenkov 

at the Nineteenth Party Congress in October 1952, (Khrushchev declared 
subsequently that Malenkev had been lying), and once by Khrushchev himself, 
at a session of the Supreme Sovie’ in a statement which was repeated at 
plenary sessions of the Centrai Committee and at the Twenty-First Party 
Congress. itself This lates: "solution of the agriculture problem was linked 
by Khrushchev with the struggle against Molotov's "anti~Party" group: 

A tremendous army of men and equipment and large funds were assigned 

to agriculture; trustworthy Party men were sent to the principel agricultural 
res‘ons and to the virgin lands 


Kirichenko, as de facto Second Secretary of ihe Party Central Committee 
anc 2s a specialist in agr sriculiure, was undoubtedly held responsible by Khrushchev 
for the success or failure of wis agricultural Plan In spite of all the measures 

taken, however, it became clear at the December, 1959 plenary session of the 


— 


Party Central Committee that the Plan had failed. Scapegoats were needed, 

and so those in charge of the Central Committee's agricultural departments 

in the various Soviet Republics, including the Russian Republic, the Secretary 
of the Kazakhstan Ceritral Committee Nikolai 1 Belyayev, and finally Kirichenko 
himself were dismissed 


Kirichenko Seen Victim of Stalinist Intrigues 


Agriculture, however, was not the only reason for Kirichenko's fall. 
Another and perhaps a more important course was his policy regarding Party 
org. sization and personnel. Having concentrated in his own hands the function 
of appointing and supervising senior Party personnel, having made himself 

the virtual master of the Central Committee apparatus-~-~— since Khrushchev 
devotes m «ir. of his time to foreign affairs and the governmental machinery -—— 
and having, moreover, hitherto enjoyed Khrushchey's unlimited support, 
Kirichenko prebably feil victim to intrigues agatnst him by more experienced 
Party officials within the Central Committee Secretariat--—- Suslov, Aristov, 
Ignatov and Prezhnev, --—- for example, who were struggling to deprive him 

of hs positi«:: as Central Committee Second Secretary. He sustained the first 
serious biow to his position last year, when his pretege Viadimir 
Semichastny, who, as chief of the Central Committee's section for Party 
organs had been Kirichenko's right-hand man. was dismissed. 


W:'hin the Certral Committee Secretariat are ta be found not only 
men who owe their careers to Khrusichev--— such persons as Brezhnev, 
Furtsevse., Mukhitdinov and Kiricnenky himself-<~- but aiso those who rose 

to prominent Party positions under Stalin and Maienkev and iater transferred 
their support to Kinrushehev. Such ere Suslov. Aristov, Ignetev, Kuusinen 

and Pospelov. These peopic, Stalinists in bacxground and manner of thinking, 
have a majority witnin the Centrai Committee and are now beginning to set 

the tone in matters of internal pelicy. While acknowledging Khrushchev as their 
leapler, they aré ai the same time, suspicious cf tis prateges. Moreover, 

they do not always sympathize with Khrusrhcnuev's frequent departures, bo' 
theoretical and practical, from Communist orthodoxy. Even Khrushchev's 
agricultural policy may be said to ssow duai contradictary tendencies as a result 
of the opposition of this group. 


Khrushchev realizes that the basic cause for the low productivity of 
Soviet agriculture lies not in organizational mistakes and inadequate equipment, 
but in the dissatisfactions of Soviet agricultural workers. The first indication 
that Khrushchev understood this fact was the official support given to the 
principle of material incentives for kolkhoz (collective farm) members. As 
soon as a certain measure of success was achieved along these lines, however, 


Khrushchev was obliged to beat a retreat. At the December, 1959, plenary 
session of the Central Committee, Khrushchev in effect abandoned this principle 
altogether. Kirichenko and Belyayev became the victims of the power struggle 
that is being waged in the Kremlin jungle around the policy of the First Secretary 
regarding practice. And there are grounds for believing that they will not be 

the last victrms of this struggle. 


A possible interpretation to be made on the basis of all this data 
is that Khrushchev is not yet a dictator, but still only a leader, and as such 
is an instrument of the policy of the all-powerful Secretariat of the 
Party Central Committee. In order to make himself dictator, he must 
dismiss the friends to whom he owes obligations, and gather around 
himself those who have obligations only to him, but to whom he owes 
nothing. . 
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